INTRODUCTION
The conception of morphological case has two dimensions. In the abstract conception, the term ''case'' is used to refer to a system of abstract features, which can be defined by their basic distribution and their interaction with other features. The traditional usage of this notion is reflected in terminologies such as the nominative-accusative system and the ergative-absolutive system. The second dimension is a concrete one. Morphological case in this conception is understood as the actual morphological realizations of the abstract case features. These two dimensions of case do not stand in a one-to-one correspondence yet are systematically related (Wierzbicka (1981) , Goddard (1982) , Mohanan (1994) ). Given this, it is essential to separate three problems: (i) describing the feature system; (ii) describing the marking system; (iii) accounting for the way the two systems are related.
Nevertheless, following the lead of Dixon's work on Dyirbal (Dixon (1972)), current theories of case have often assimilated the account of the second problem to that of the first one. This tendency is particularly dominant in analyses of so-called ''split case marking'', in which nominal arguments get case-marked under certain conditions but not in others. Cross-linguistically, the split is often triggered along the lines of referential properties of nominals such as animacy and definiteness. Since the seminal papers by Silverstein (1976) and Dixon (1979) , it is standard to assume that nominals on the left of the scale in (1) tend to be overtly marked by so-called ''ergative'' case whereas nominals on the right tend to be overtly marked by so-called ''accusative'' case. Here we can see that 1 st and 2 nd person (or local person) are overtly casemarked by the accusative case when they function as objects ( (2c)) but are not overtly marked as subjects ( (2b)). Conversely, third persons are overtly case-marked by the ergative case when they function as subjects of transitive verbs ((2a)) but are not overtly marked as objects ( (2d)). The person split in Dyirbal has been analyzed standardly as a splitergative system which has an ergative-absolutive opposition in nouns and a nominative-accusative opposition in pronouns (Dixon (1972) ). In (3) I give the standard Dixonian nomenclature for the Dyirbal system, where ''A'', ''O'' and ''S'' denote the subject and object of a transitive verb and the subject of an intransitive verb, respectively.
